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‘“ﬂf,Thig message‘is for your eyes only, and should not he dis~

vy cussed with any person other than those CAS officers who will

be knowledgeable. CAS wili identify them. (Headquarters 380
to Santiago)

For this and all subsequent messages intended for the[éfmi)Attache,
the secret CIA communications channel was used.

Both General Philpott and Thomas Karamessines testified that ini-
tially the{%rm;;Attache would be used only to "obtain or procure" in-
telligence on Chileaq military officers,* (Philpott, p. ll;'Karamessines,
pP- 6) The September 28, 1970 message to thﬁi}rmX]Attache, however, did
in faét trigger his deep involvement in the coué attempt. According to
the Attache's testimony, he received day-to-day instructions from the
Chief of Station, and on occasion, the C0OS would show him messages
ostensibly from Generals Bennett and/or Philpott, directing him to
take certain actions. The COS also transmitted messages from thé{é;méj}
Attache to these Generals.

General Bennett testified that he never had knowledge of Track II
and that he never received any communication relating thereto, nor did
he ever authorize the transmission of any messages to the @}mijAttache.
General Philéott also testified that he had no recollection of anything
connected with Track II after his inicial meeting with ngeralVCushman
on September 28. (Philpott, p. 16)

U. S. Army Colonel Robert C. Roth, who in September and October 1970

was the Chief of the Human Resources Division, Director of Collection, DIA,

* In this connection it should be noted that when questioned about
this letter, Genmeral Philpott testified that he recalled.signing
an authorization such as that contained in the first paragraph of
Headquarters 380 but that he did not recall:ng'aupborizations and

instructions in paragraphs twoTand %hrée. -
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testified that he recalled working for Generals Bennatg and Philpott on
"a priority requirement to identify Chilean personalities who might be
helpful in preventing the election of Allende as President of Chile,"
(Roth, Vol. I, P- 6) Though Roth recalls no mention of Track II as such,
the goal of this mission is identical to that described in the message
of September 28 bearing Philpott's signature.

Beginning on October 15, Roth kept a chronology of his activities
connected with Chile. Thisg chronology reflects that there was a meeting
on Uctober 21 regarding the preparation of biographic material on Chilean
generals which focused on their willingness to participace in a military
coup. Generals Bennett, Philpott, and a CIA representative attended.

The chronology alse shows that on October 21, Roth delivered a message to
’ M
Mr. Broe to be sent by CIA channels.* 4 message was sent to(%ol. Wimert \
that same day, ostensibly from General Bennett, which authorized:
FYI: Suspension temporarily imposed on MAP and FMS has
been rescinded. This action does not repeat not imply
change in our estimate of situation. On the contrary,
it is intended to place us in a posture in which we can
formally cut off assistance if Allende elected and situa-
tion develops as we anticipate. Request up date on situa-
tion. (Santiago 446; Ref: Headquarters 762) (Headquarters
934, 21 October i970)
Roth testified that this DIA Project ended on October 23 when he

followed Philpott's instructions to deliver biographic information on
p g

Chilean figures to Mr. Broe at CIA. Philpott alse instructed him that

* Roth believes that General Philpott directed him to deliver this
message and also pressed him on several occasions to seek a re-
sponse from Broe to anp earlier message to[Colonel WimerEL (Roth,
Vol. II, p. ) ' ‘ |
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Both Bennett and Philpott testified that the activitieg described

by Rotﬂ'weré routine DIA activities, However, Colonel Roth testified:

that DIA then had z priority responsibilicy of coming up with
the identities of key Chilean personalities that would be help-
. ful, and so forth, I have nothing specific ag to the nature of

Q. It was your sense at the time that you were working on a
Project that if it had not been initiated by, at least had
the attention of or concern of, the highest level?

cate with Cushman if the need arose, (Roth, p. 11) Roth alsg testi-

- fied that Philpott advised him that communicatiens with(ﬁ?mers)would
: be by CIA channels. (Roth, p. 41)
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Colonel Roth. That was my impression at the time,

Q. You understand from your work in the Defense Department

that the highest level of goverament usually indicated the

President of the United States?

Colonel Roth. I would assume that.

The CIA produced copies of several messages which identify
Generals Bennett and Philpott as either the sender or recipient, Among
these documents is a message relating to Track II which bearg Philpott's

purported signature. (Undated message, ca. l4 October 1970) General

Philpott admitted that the signature appears to be his but doubted that

it was and he could not recall 51gn1ng it, or having seen it. (Ehilpott,

p. ) CIA also produced messages of October 14 (Headquarters 762)
and October 21 (Headquarters 934) conveying instructions from General
Bennett to theJArmi]Attache. ,General Bennett testified he did not
authorize these me;sages:
It is. beyond the responsibilities which I had in the military
assistance area. It goes beyond the responsibility which I
action of this magnitude. This message would not have been
signed by me. (Bennett testimony, p. 21)
According ;o Karamessines, only the Wﬁite House had the authority to

issue the directives contained in those messages (Karame531nes tegti~-

mony, p. 84)

The Department of Defense was unable to provide any documents bear-

ing on the issue ofz%lmerE]s Track II instructions or responses, A

DOD file search under the direction of General Daniel 0. Graham, the
Present Director of BIA, produced no copies of éommunication documents

for the Septeﬁber—October 1970 period. (Graham p- 6) However, Roth

testified that detailed memora?da for the record whlch he prepared on

1 L H ! 1l

his act1v1t1es are n1551ng from the flles. (Roth,,Vol II, B. )

['ae .

|

%

' f?",




e

messages to Genergls Bennett and/or Philpott and {n never sending a

message without Proper authorization, Mr. Karamessineg was particularly

forceful in thig regard:

individual, an officer of the governmenr anywhere, 1ip what-
ever department, which was not faithfully, directly, promptly
and fully and dccurately delivered to that officer, or to his
duly authorized representative, '

(Karamessines testimony, p. 79)

We may have played tricks overseas, but it stopped at the
water's edge, and we didn't play tricks among ourselves or
among our colleagues withip the Agency or in other agencies.
: (Karamessineg testimony, p, 79)
We could not remain in businesgs for a day...if this had been
the practice of the Agency. 1p would have been no time at
all before we would have been found out, a single instance
of the kind of thing you are Suggesting might have taken
place would have put us out of businessg.
' (Karamessines testimony, p. 80)
i 1
Dr. Kissinger denied he was ever informed of thef@rmy @ttache's
A
N
role or that he authorized any messages tog he sent to theiérmy)Attache.

(Kissinger testimony, p. 22)

statemeﬁts of the senior CIA, DIA and White House officialg, There are

four pPossibilirieg that.COUld explain the conflict, First, Generals

general instrhgtions to'theggrmY]Attache. This possibility would be

contrary to their sworn testimony. S;acondJ General Bennett wag net aware

of Track II but General Philpott was and communicated feneral instructions to
the{%rmyjAttaché. This possibility is Supported by Roth's testimony

but wouiﬁ be céntrary to Philpott's SWOrn testimony and his duty to
keepVGeneral Bennett informed. Third, the C1a acted on its own « and,

after receiving initial QQCP?F;tyﬁfrom General Phi%ébt;, Co-opted and ordired
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—EhéZEfg;}Atgache without further informing any member of the Department

(” of Defense of the White House. This possibility would be contrary to
the sworn testimony oﬂ[ﬁavid Phillip%] William Broe, Thomas Karamessines,
and William Colby. Fourth, members of the White House staff authorized _
the CIA to convey orders to the EFmQEAttache on the basis of high or
highest government authority. Further, that the White House staff
directed that the E;meAttache's superiors in the Pentagon not be in-

formed. This possibility would contradict the sworn testimony of Dr. fa

Kigsinger and General Alexander Haig.

AN
D. The [False Flag Base)
N :

In order to minimize the risks of making contact with the dissident

Chilean officers, the task force decided in late September to set up a

.

- \

"False Flag Base,”)i.e., to send four staff officers to Chile posing as
AN , . )

nationals of other countries to supplement Eolonel Wimert's jcontacts

(Maw o with Chilean military officersg* )Given the limitations of the Station's

N,
resources and(éolonel Wimert'sﬁvisibility, Headquarters felt the use of

B LI

(i%alse Flag Officers"\was necessary because "We don't want to miss a
. , / iy —

chance." / One of these officers posed as a ntelligence officer

\ : '
so that "any flap would be ai one.”" (Headquarters 363, T

September 27, 1970) \v

-

/ -
/ *The use of "False Flag Officers" is not, according to David Phlllips,\

{ "an unusual practice," either by the CIA or_ fopglgn 1nte111gence ' ] -
services. (Phillips testimony, pp. 47-48) ° ¢ fLit -

!
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The False Flaggers were compartmented from each other and reported
separately on their contacts ‘to a "deep cover'" CIA officegiin Santiago

who in turn reported to the Station. According to the testimony of the

L

Chief of Station, they received their instructions from Washington and - —

not from him. (Chief of Station testimony (Felix), August L, 1975, p- 27) }
i

‘
0

E. Chief of Station

Although mést of the Station officers in Santiago did not know of
Track II, the Chief and Deputy Chief of Sration were knowledgeable and
the Chief of Station initiated contacts on his own with Chilean officers. . o
The COS has testified that he reparded Track II as unrealistic: |

I had left no doubt in the minds<ef my colleagues _
and superiors that I did not consider any kind of N
intervention in those constitutional processes o ¥
desirable....And one of the reasons certainly for my & ) f
last recall (to Washington) was to be read the riot o i
act-—which was done in a very pleasant, but very
intelligible manner. Specifically, I was told at
that time that the Agency was not too interested in
continuously being told by me that certain proposals
which had been made could not be executed, or would
be counterproductive. (Chief of Station (Felix)
testimony, August 1, 1975, p. 10)

The Chief of Station's objection to Track II did not po unnoticed.
The following instruction to the COS was sent on October 7: "Report
should not contain analysis ;ﬁd argumentation but simply report on
action taken." (Headqﬁarters 612,.7 October) Very simply, Headquartéts*

wanted the Station to take orders quietly as was the Agency itself.

iy
Ly,
.
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9 IV. CIA Efforts to Promote a Coup

( A. The Chilean Conspirators
Anti-Allende coup plotting in Chile centered around several key

individuals. One of these was retired General Rocherto Viaux, the General
who had led the "Tacnazo'" insurrection a year before.* Following the
"Tacnazo" revolt, and his dismissal from the Army, Viaux retained the
support of many non-commissioned and junior officers as well as being

the recognized leader of several right-wing civilian groups. (CIA o
Briefing Paper, "Special Mandate from the President on Chile," July
15, 1975)

Another individual around which plotting. centered was General Camilo

Valenzuela, Commander of the Santiago Garrison. General Valenzuela was

N - 06,0% g
in league with several other(ggtive dutx)officers,<}nc1uding{iﬁjﬁjﬁfﬁﬁ
. : e l\ci' -
(
e
-
)(CIA Report on Chilean Task Force Activities, November 18, -

1970) All of these officers, with the possible exception(%ﬁl l) . )

ek
were in contact with Viaux as well.

*This revolt was engineered by Viaux ostensibly for the purposes of drama-
tizing the military's demand for higher pay, but was widely interpreced as ,
an abortive coup. ' B

**The record of meetings between Viaux and the active duty military officers
is incomplete. The record does show, however, that Viaux met wit@f;;;:::;}é
round October 7. (Chile Task Force Log, October 7). On OCEGBer
iaux met with General Valenzuela (Chile Task Force Log, 14 October);) One
cable from Santiago indicates that y have been a member
of Viaux's inner cirgle of conspiratorsof (Station 545, 16 October 1970)

]
Ll
]
. o
At the very least, as In contact with Viaux. : o f‘
—

2 1
{) ¢ o - .

Although a distinction can be made between the .Viaux and Valenzuela groups,

as CIA witnesses did throughout their .testimony before the Committee, the

principal distinction between the two was that the latter was led by active duty

military officers. The two groups were in contact with each other. The

recoerd also indicates that they worked together in at least two of the three

Schneider kidnap attempts. :
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#. - There was considerable communication among the various plotting
elements. As Thomas Karamessines testified:

«+.1 might add here that it seemed that a good

dozen or more, maybe 20 Chilean senior officers -
were privy to what was going on(fh addition to .
President Frei n@)they were all talking to one
another exchanging views and trying to see how
best to mount the kind of coup that they wanted

to see take place. (Karamessines testimony, p. 10)

B. Contacts Prior to October 15

The CIA's initial task in Chile was to assess the potential within
the Chilean military to stage a coup. It recognized quickly that anti- I
Allende curreﬁts did exist in the military and the Carabinercs (police),
but were immobilized by 'the traditlon of military respect for the
Constitutidn" and "the public and private stance of General Schneider,
Commander in Chief of the Army, who advocated strict adherence to the
Constitution.” (CIA Report on Chilean Task Force Activities, 18 Novem-
ber 1970, p. 17) The Agency'shtask, fhen, was to overcome "the apolitical,
constitutional-oriented inertia of the Chilean military." (Ibid, p. 2)
Since the very top of the Chileén military, embodied by General k
Schneider and his second=-in-command, General Prat, were hostile to the
idea of a coup against Allende, discreet approaches were made to the
second level of general officers. They were to be informed that the U.S.
Government would support a coup both before and after it took place.*
(Headquarters to Station 611, 7 October 1970) This effort began in

s \ .
earnest on October 5 when Folonel Wimert)informed both an Army General

("Station's priority contact") an an Air Force General of the pro-~coup

o f oy !
i_‘ L .
- ?-I b , . 5.,. :i
The military officers were told, for example, that should Allende be N
prevented from taking office, "The Chilean military will not be ostra-

cized, but rather can continue to count on us for MAP support and main-
tenance of our close relationship." (Hgs. 075517, 7 October 1970)

I
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U.S.{policy. (Santiago 469, October 5; Santiago 473, October 6)*

& Ule OR
Three days later the Chief of Station told

\WE)

of the Carabineros that "the U.S. Govermment favors a military solu-

tion and is willing to support it in any manner short of outright

;e £
military intervention.” (Task Force Log, 9 October){ ; “
N

informed the COS that there was no chance of a coup by the Chilean

Army high command. (Task Force Log, 10 October)
/
On October 7,§§010nel Wimerg\gpproached members of the War Academy

in Santiago who in turn asked him to provide light weapons. This was

s ~ e 0 3
/Colonel Wimert!s first contact with the Army o whom he
. L T kk
would ultimately pass-three submachine gunseon October 22. At this

-

meeting, the . Vtold Colonel Wimer;)that.he and his colleagues

were

. trying to exert force on Frei to eliminate
Gen. Schneider to either replace him, send
him out of the country. They had even stud-
ied plans to kidnap him. Schneider is the
main barrier to all plans for the military
to take over the govermment to prevent an
Allende presidency. (Santiago 483, B October)

*AccordingAto the CIA's wrap-up report on Track II, between October 5
and October 20, the CIA Station and the(Army Attache--for the most part
the latter--made 21 contacts with key military and Carabinero officials.
(CIA Report on Chilean Task Force Activities, 8 November 1970)

o5

*k 2
In his testimony, (Colonel Wimert) indicated that the!
affiliated with Genera)@é @1mert\;est1mon s

a «wable
sent to Headquarters on October 18, in which the request
for three submachine guns was made, the Station ind d_t at_Wimert
believed the Army officer, and his companion, a Navy ere in
league with Admlral (Station 562, QOctober 18 t another point

in his testlmony,\W1mert)stated "There was Valenzuela here and the Navy
Captain’and the Army(it Colonel'and the Air Forge ‘General over here."
(@1mert testimony, p. 107) The Committee has been unable to determine
the exact affiliation of the Army However, as previously
stated, both Genera nd were affiliated with

General Valenzuela and Admiral{ Fas in contact with General Viaux.
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. ;ﬂ;.i The next day, October 8, Headquarters cabled the Station in response
Py oot P

i
] ! =2
(_- to the(;imert{fiii;:::::j]meeting. Headquarters took note of Schneider's
- ' 4 -

resistance to coup plans and stated:

I

.-.This would make it more important than

ever to remove him and to bring this new

state of events...anything we or Station

can do to effect removal of Schneider? We

know this rhetorical question, but wish

inspire thought on both ends on this matter.
(Hgs. 628, 8 October)

During the first week of intensive efforts chances of success

F"W"‘ A "~
' ﬁ“" )

looked unusually bleak. The Chile Task Force Log commented:

{E;esident Frei ané}the highest levels of the
drmed forces unable to pull themselves together
to block Allende. The Chilean mfitary's tradi-
tion of non-intervention, Frei's reluctance to
tarnish his historical image, General Schneider's
firm constitutional stand, and most importantly,
the lack of leadership within the government and
military are working against a military takeover.

(Task Force Log, 8 October)

r 3

£

i The following day the Station made reference to the "rapid(ly) waning
chances for success.,” '(Santiago 487, 9 October) This pessimism was not
dispelled by their simultaneous judgment: "Station has arrived at Viaux
solution by process of elimination.” (Santiago 504, 10 October) Three
days later the Task Force agreed: "We continue to focus our attention
on General Viaux who now appears to be the only militarf.leader willing
to block Allende." (Task Force Log, 13 October)

If Viaux was the CIA's only hope of staging a coup, things were bleak

A

indeed. His owm colleagues, Generaﬁl

\\ .
anSEValenzuela described him L
{/

as "a General without an army." (Santiago 495, 9 October) Yet in the

[P

first two weeks of October he came to be regarded as the best hope for._ _—

carrying out the CIA's Track II mandate, r;ﬁﬂf N ¥
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Although(éolonel Wimert)was instructed not to invelve himself with

(1-. . Viaux because of the high risk involved (Santiago 461, 5 October), he
served initially as a contact to Viaux through(;n [::::f::jihilitary
. i -
Attache. The reported on October 5 that Viaux wanted several _

hundred paralyzing gas grenades to launch a coup on October 9. (Santiago
476, 6 October) Headquarters turned down the réquest, concluding that

a "mini-coup at this juncture would be counterproductive' and Viaux
should postpone his plans, “while.encouraging him in é suitable manner

to maintain his postufe so that he may join larger movement later if

it materializes." (Headquarters 585, 6 October)

The primary purpose of the{:False Flag Easéz§was to contact Viaux,

and it very rapidly relieved{?imert and the[::::::jt:jAttachg of that v

task. Viaux reiterated his demand for an air drop of weapons to the

{hFalse Flagge:iﬂzand again the response was the same: reject the demand
Qﬁm, for.arms, but eﬁcourage him to keep planning. In essence the Agency
was buying time with Viaux: '"We wish to encourage Viaux to expand and
refine his coup blanning. Gain some influence over his actions."” r
(Headquarters 689, 10 October} To achieve this latter purpose, Head-
quarters authorized passing $20,000 in cash and a promise of $250,060

in life insg;ance to Viaux and his associates, as a demonstration of

U.5. support. (Headquarters.729, 13 October)

On QOctober 13, Headquarters again indicated its concern ovérﬁSchneider
by asking: '"What is to keep Schneider from making statement in early
hours which will freeze those military leaders who might otherwise jein

Viaux?" (Headquarters 729, 13 October) The Station's response later that

same day was "Viaux intends to kidnap Generals Schneider and Prats within L !t

L

e the next 48 hours in order to precipitate a coup." (Santiago 527,

: s TR R T ——
m:’h_ 1\",_"_‘.—'_;"_'-1"-"- T P
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% 13 October)’ ThlS viaux kidnapping of Schneider was reported by the Sta-

tion "as part of a coup that inecluded Valenzuela," (Station 529, 13 October)
At about this rime the Station began to reéeive encouragement from its
other contacts. On Dc;ober 14, ten-days before the Chilean Congress was
to vote, the Task Force Log concluded:
Now we are beginning to see signs of increasing

coup activity from other military quarters,
specifically fan Army Ceneral {name deleted)

(Task Force Log, 14 'ctober)

C. October 15 Decisicn

To summarize, by October 15, General Viaux had advertised to his con-
tact a desire to proceed with a coup, had ifidicated he would deal with
the Schneider obstacle by kidnapping hlm, had met at least once with Gen-
erail nd Valenzuela and had once postponed his coup plans.*®

Cn October 15 Thomas Karamessines met Henry Kissinger and Alexander
Haig at the White House to discuss the situation in Chile. According
to the Agency's record of this meeting, Karamessines "provided a run-

PR f:. B
down on Viaux, the meeting with and, in some detail,

e 7

the general situation in Chile from the coup-possibility viewpoint."
{Memorandum of Conversation/Kissinger, Karamessines, and Haig, 15 October
1870) A decision was made at the meeting "to de-fuse the Viaux coup plot,

at least temporarily:"

* The reason for Viaux postponing his coup plams was the subject of a cable
from Santiago to Headquarters:

We discount Viaux's statement that he had called off his coup at-
tempt because of(?alse Flag OffLCEB s impending visit. Other re-
porting indicated Viaux probably not able or intending move this
weekend. (Santiago 499, 10 October)

- ’

There is also reason to believe that General Valenzuela was instrumental
in persuading Viaux to postpone. According to the Chile Task Force Log:

Station reported that on 12 October General Valenzuela met
with General Viaux and attempted to persuade him not to at-
tempt a coup.” (Chile Task Force Log, 14 October)

B
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. "y VIt was decided by those present that the Agency
.0 mUSt get a message to Viaux warning him against

“y any precipitate action. In essence the message

iy

should state: We have reviewed your plans and
based on your information and ours, we come. to
the conclusion that your plans for a coup at
this time cannot succeed. Failing, they may re-
duce your capabilities in the future. Preserve
your assets. We will stay in touch. The time
will come when you with all your other friends
can do something. You will continue to have

our support.” (15 October Memorandum of Conver—
sation, Kissinger, Karamessines, Haig)

The meeting concluded, according to the Agency's record, "on Dr.
Kissinger's note that the Agency should continue keeping the pressure
on every Allende weak spot in sight--now, after the 24th of Qctober,

after 5 November, and into the future until such time as new marching

e

orders are given. Mr. Karamessines stated that the Agency would comply,''*
The following day CIA Headquarters cabled the results of the White
House meeting to the Station in Santiago:

2. It is firm and continuing policy that Allende
be overthrown by a coup....We are to continue to
generate maximum pressure toward this end utiliz-
ing every appropriate resource.

3. After the most careful consideration it was
determined that a Viaux coup attempt carried out
by him alone with the forces now at his disposal
would fail. Thus it would be counterproductive
to our Track Twe objectives. It was decided that
CIA get a message to Viaux warning him against
precipitate action. (Headquarters 802, 16 Octo-~
ber)

The message was supplemented by orders to "continue to encourage him
(Viaux) to amplify his planning; encourage him to join forces with other

coup planners." (Headquarters 802, 16 October) The message concluded:
: v)

"There is great and continuing interest in the activities oq\
of. .

\Valenzuela et al and we wish them optimum good fortune." (Ibid.)

*

Secretary Kissinger's recollection of the October 15 meeting is not

in accord with that of Mr. Karamessines or the cable (Headquarters 802)
that was sent the following day to the Station in Santiago. This mat-
ter will be discussed in Part V of this report.

DAAE |
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.5\“.‘."\ o fi D. Coup Planning and Artempts Afrer October 15
(T The decision to "de-fuse" General Viaux was passed to Viaux's

mmresponded that it did not

matter because they had decided to proceed with the coup in any case.
e
(Santiago 533, 17 October) At the final meeting of the CIA/"False
\ vy (QK - ‘\‘-
Flaggert)and Viaux's ﬂon October 18, the Agency was in-

o

formed that the coup would proceed on October 22, "and that the abduc-

o

tion of General Schneider is first link in chain of events to come."
(Santiago 568, 19 October) An "emergency cﬁannél" of communication

with Viaux was maintained. (Report on CIA Chilean Task -Force Activities,
18 November 1970, page él) -

As previously stated, by mid-October things suddenly looked brighter

*
for a coup being mounted by the high-level Chilean military comtacts.

As a CIA overview statement in Track II stated:

( Coup possibilities afforded by the active
T duty militaryleroup led by General Valenzuela
and Admir&lfﬁZ;;:&had always seemed more
promising than thé capabilities of the Viaux
group. These military officers had the abil~-
ity and resources to act providing they de- ' e
cided to move and organized themselves ac-
cordingly. .
(CIA Briefing Paper, "Special Mandate from
the President on Chile," July 15, 1975, p. 5)

L¥ -

By mid-October those military officers appeared to be moving in
this direction.

On the evening of Qctober 17, olonel Wlmerg>met with the Arm{fi:::] L

ﬂ]\d the Navyli:ﬂ They requested 8 to 10 tear gas grenades, .

, k! ‘
*Two coup plotters, Generals -| made one last attempt to 11 B
persuade General Schneider to change his =toup position on October 1S.’ i s
The Station reported that the meeting turped out' to be a “complete fiasco.

G

Schneider refused to listen to Genera géeloquent presentation of
, Communist action in Chile...and adament In maintaining his non-involvement
[ g stance.” (Santiago 548, 16 October)
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‘three ‘45-caliber machine guns and 500 rounds of ammunition. The Navy

Y)said he had three machine guns himself "but can be identified
by serial numbers as having been issued to him. Therefore unable to
use them." (Santiago 562, 18 October) (bolonel Wimer£>and the Chief

of Station have testified that the officers wanted the machine guns

for self-protection. The question, of course, is whether the arms were
intended for use, or were used, in the kidnapping of General Schneider.
o

The fact that the weapons were provided th% @and the Navy

L

and that Viaux associates were convicted of the Schneider killing

suggests that the guns were not involved.
The machine guns and ammunition were semt from Washington by diplo-
matic pouch on the morning of October 19, although Headquarters was

puzzled about their purpose: "Will continue make effort provide them

Ak oy
but find our credulity stretched by Navy lieading his troops

with sterile guns. What is special purpose for these guns? We will
try send them whether you can provide explanation or. not." (Headquarters

854, 18 October) The first installment was delivered te the ArmﬂZ:::]
ot . & '

and the Navﬁm blate in the evening of October 18 and con-

sisted of the six tear gas grenades intended originally for Viaux.#*

* As previously stated, after October 15 CIA efforts to promote a coup in

Chile focussed on the active duty military officers--Valenzuela, et. al.--

rather than Viaux.jGAn example of this 321f in_focus was the decision to
provide the Army and the Army he tear gas grenades

originally intended for Viaux. A cable from Santiago explained the purpose of

this action:

Station plans give six tear gas grenades to
(Colonel Wimert) for delivery to Armed Forces
officers (deletion) instead of having(?alse
Flag Officeé)deliver them to Viaux group.
Qur reasoning is that(@imert}dealing with
active duty officers. Also‘False Flagger)
leaving evening 18 October, and will not be
replaced but(Wimert)will stay here. Hence
important thﬁt(Wimerg}credibility with Armed
Forces officers be strengthened.

(Santiago 562, 18 October)
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" That same day, General Valenzuela informed{%olonel Wimerg that he,

&
H
¥
e
B 7

(/General Huerta, Admiral Tirado and an Air Force Cener;}gwere prepared
7

\ -

‘to spomsor a coup. (CIA Report on Chilean Task Force Activities, 18

rﬁ
November 1970) Their plan was to begin with the kidnapping of General 3
Schneider on the following evening, October 19, at a military
dinner being given for Schneider * after which Schneider would be flown
to Argentina, Frei would resign and leave CHile, Admiral would
head the military junta, and dissolve Congress. With respect to the "
£
kidnapping of Schneider, the cable reports: - -
General Viaux knowledgeable of above operation
but not directly involved. He has been sent to
Vina to stay with prominent physfrian. Will be
seen in public places during 19 and 20 October “
to demonstrate fact that above operation not his
doing. Will be allowed to return to Santiago at
end of week. Military will not admit involve- i
ment in Schneider's abduction which is to be .
blamed on leftists. (Santiago 566, 19 October)

(' K The kidnapping of the evening of October 19 failed because General Schneider
left in a private vehicle, rather than in his efficial car, and his police guard
failed to be withdrawn, but the ArmyE =ssured’ olonel Wime{fjthat an-
other attempt would be made on October 20. (Santiago 582, 20 Qctober)

\Colonel Wimerélwaslauthorized to pay Valenzuela $50,000 "which was the price
|~ = , | | .
) agreed upon between the plotters and the unidentified team of abductors."
~ K -
* The("False Flag Officer'/ who was in contact with Viaux at the time
the Valenzuela plan was given tquolonel Wimert)apparently understood
that Viaux was involved in the October 19 attempt. He stated: X
Q. Were you told any of the details of how
the (Viaux) kidnapping would be carried out? o i
v
Mr. Sarno. They indicated it was going to be F
[

at some sort of a banquet which the General
(Schneider) would be attending.
(Sarno testimony, p. 37)
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} it"bpt(wimgp2>iﬁsisted that the kidnapping be completed before he paid the

4

v
4

" )
t

money. (Ta

assuyred Folonel Wimeré)that the military was now prepared to move. (Task

Force Log, 20 Qctober) The second abduction attempt on the 20th also

failed and

L =39~

L

sk Force Log, 20 Octaober)

.

the Task Force concluded

Since Valenzuela's group is apparently having
considerable difficulty executing even the first
step of its coup plan, the prospects for a coup
succeerding or even occurring before 24 October

now appears remote. (Task Force Log, 22 October)

E. The

Killing of General Schneider

At the same time General Valenzuela

N
In the early morning hours of October 22 (2 am) , /Colonel Wimert )

delivered the three submachine guns with ammunition to the Arm

in an isolated section of Santiago.*

*Although(%olonel Wimerg's testimony and the cable. traffic do

clearly es
was affilia

weapons, an

ablish the identity of the group to which theg

- 'T'

ot B

ted (see page 31) two CIA statements on Track TT Eia Thae
d therefore the to the Valenzuela group:

.

--.The only assistance requested by Valenzuela
to set the plan /of October 19/ inte motion
through Schneider's abduction was several sub-
machine guns, ammunition, a few tear gas grenades
and gas masks (all of which were provided) plus
$50,000 for expenses (which was to be passed upon
demand.

(CIA Report on Chilean Task Force Activities,

18 November 1970, p. 22)

...Three sub-machine guns, together with six gas
cannisters and masks, were passed to the Valen=-
zuela group at 2 am on 22 October. The reason
why they still wanted the weapons was because
there were two days remaining before the Congress
decided the Presidential election and the Valen-
zuela group maintained some hope they could still
carry out their plans. Lol
(CIA Briefing Paper, "Special Mandate from the
President on Chile,"” p. 7, July 15, 1975)

3 Py — T e "'_:'_'r—'w-—‘-_-v-,—:‘—T.———-- -
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! "+, At about 7 am that day the group that intended to kidnap General

(m Schneider met to discuss last-minute instructions. According to the
findings of the Chilean Military Court which investigated the Schneider .
(lQ. >, "i'
killing, neither the Armyd hor the Navy 1wefe there.

Shortly after 8 am, General Schneider's éar was intercepted, on his

way to work, by the abductorsand he was mortally wounded when he drew

his handgun in self-defense. The Military Court determined that hand

gurs had been used to kill General Schneider, although it also found . ;
that one unloaded machine gun was at the scene of the killing.

The first Station reports following the Schneider.shooting said
"ﬁilitary Mission sources claim General Schaeider machine gunned on
way to work'" (Santiago 587, 22 October) and "Assailants used grease 2‘
guns.'" (Santiago 589, 22 October) The submachine guns had previously
been described as "grease guns.” Thus the initial reaction of the Station

was that Schneider had been shot with the same kind of weapons delivered

o

oy oM

several hours earlier to the Armyfj Santiago then informed

Headquarters "Station has instructed(Col. Wimerg to hand over $50,000
if Gen. Valenzuela requests ' (Santiago 592, 22 October), thus indicating
that the Station thought the kidnapping had been accomplished by Valen-

zuela's paid abductors. Later that day, the Station cabled Headquarters:

et e s

* The Military Court determiued that those who participated in the i
shooting of General Schneider on October 22 were part of the Viaux-led
conspiracy. The Court also found that this same group had participated
in the October 19 and 20 kidnap attempts.

- - e

]

In June 1972 General Viaux was convicted for complicity in the plot
culminating in the death of General Schneider. He received a 20-year

Ty

prison sentence for being "author of the crime of kidnapping which re- e

sulted in serious injury to the victim," and a five-year exile for con-
spiring to cause a military c-u-l Also convicted on the latter charge

weré)Generals Valenzuela(én- """""""""""""" They received sentences of three
‘years in exile.

L
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. =" ‘'Station unaware if assassination was pre-
Lo 4 ) meditated or whether it constituted bungled
] gﬂ Ao abduction attempt. 1In any case, it important
(' ¥ to bear in mind that move against Schneider

was conceived by and executed at behest of -
senior Armed Forces officers. We know that "
General Valenzuela was involved.., We algo
near certain th Admiraﬂ 5} Armyfij:fj o
and Nav witting and inveIved.
ave reason fo eing that General
Viaux and numerous associates fully clued in,
but cannot prove or disprove that execution
or attempt against Schneider was entrusted to
elements linked with Viaux. Important factor
te bear in mind is that Armed Forces, and not i
retired officers or extreme rightests, set
Schneider up for execution or abduction....
All we can say is that attempt against Schneider
is affording Armed Forces one last opportunity
to prevent Allende's election if they are willing
to follow Valenzuela's scenario. .
(Santiago 598, 22 October)

F. Post October 22 Events

The shooting of General Schneider resulted immediately in a declara- _—
tion of martial law, the appointment of'Generél Prats to succeed Schneider
- as Commander in Chief, and the appointment of General Valenzuela as chief
of Santiago province. These measures, and others taken, caused the Chile °
Task Force to make the following initial judgment: —

With only 24 hours remaining before the Congressional
runoff, a coup climate exists in Chile....The attack
on General Schneider has produced developments which
closely follow Valenzuela's plan....Consequently the
plotters' positions have been enhanced.

(Chile Task Force Log, 22 October)

On October 23, Director Helms reviewed and discussed Track IT:

. it was agreed...that a maximum effort has been achieved, ]
and that now only the Chileans themselves can manage a s
successful coup. The Chileans have been guided to a P
polnt where a military solution is at least open to _ i
them. (Task Force Log,~24 October)- !
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September 18 Ve

Helms and Karamessines met with Kissinger at the White House. As
Helms' notes of the September 15 meeting indicate, Kissinger wanted a
plan within 48 hours. 1In the meeting on the 18th, according to CIA —
records, there was little discussion of a military coup. Rather the
conversation focused on "what economic leverage could be exercised in
the Chilean situation...." (Memorandum/Meeting with DDP, 18 September)

The efficacy of economic pressure continued to be a subject of con- x
cern during the last days of September. Apparently that pressure was
viewed as another inducement to Frei to opt for the "Frei gambit, '

L5

September 21

The 40 Committee met. The Select Committee has no confirmation
that Chile was on the agenda atlthis meeting., Karamessines' calendar : s
confirms that he attended; presumably Kissinger, the 40 Committee chajir-
man, also attended, although the Committee has not been able to review
his calendar. All that can be said about this meeting~-and the meetings
of the Senior Review Group, which Kissinger also chaired--is that the ol
meetings afforded Karamessines and Kissinger an opportunity to meet
privately and discuss Track II if they desired. In all these instances

save the 40 Committee meeting on September 22, the Committee has no
evidence to confirm that such a private Kissinger/Karamessines meeting
actually took place. That the CIA prepared a memorandum of conversa-
tion for the private meeting on the 22nd but has been able to find none
for other meetings may provide some support for the argument that no

other such private meetings occurred.

g

September 22 ™ ﬁ - ‘.

s
b

Kissinger asked Karamessines to stay behlnd a? 3{ an£ﬁ|Qomm;
1{, i ﬂ-r\

S meeting called to discuss Track I. The two' J_ﬁcusséﬂ lTrack 11 actions,
e PR

(especially the contacts with then—Chilean—President Fre%) According to
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2 2 £ v Kissinger told Karamessines that "our

andling of the problem during the earlier meeting had been perfect
and he added we were doing fine and keep it up.". (Memorandum for
the Record/Chile, 22 September 1970, by Thomas Karamessines)

B. October

October 5
RASL LA

A cable sent to Santiago, released by Karamessines, requested a
repert on how the Station planned to contact the three Chilean Generals

>

—1Prats,,Valenzuela:and named in a cable of September 30.
(Headquarters 449) The OctoSer 5 cable indicated that the report was
needed for a discussion with Kissinger on October 6. (Santiago 556,
5 October 1970) Karamessines presumed such .a meeting had taken place,
although he had no specific memory of it, (Karamgssines testimony,
PP- 69-70) His calendar for October 6 indicates that he attended a 40
Committee meeting on Chile. (Karamessines calendar) Kissinger
chaired the 40 Committee. -
October 6 |

~The Station reported that General Viaux was "ready to launch golpe
evening 9 October, or morning 10 October." (Santiago 472, 6 October.
1970) -In response, CIA Headquarters labeled the prospective coup one
"with scant chance of success which will vitiare any further more seri-
ous action.” The Station was directed to try to "stop ill-considered
action at this time." (Headquarters 385, 6 October 1970)

Kissinger testified he had not been informed of the Viaux plan,
supporting his recollection with the fac& that the CIA memorandum of

an October 10 conversation between Karamessines and Haig (see below)

makes no mention of any previous plots. (Ki§51nger tesclmony, p. 24)

-y
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It seems to me, although the records don't re-~
flect it, that there was a meeting in September,
a4 very brief one, in which I must have been Fﬁ
told that there was a specific program going )
underway. That probably would have been by —_—
Heary (Kissinger) and -perhaps with Karamessines

there. I am not sure. (Haig testimony, p. 12)

October 10

Karamessines discuséed the Chilean situation by telephone with General
Haig. He indicated that the Station had "made direct contact with & number §b‘
of ;he sen;or military officers, especially those who had been reportedly
very activist-minded and had received pessimistic reactionsﬁfrom all."

. ,02
(Hemorandum/@BELT, by William Broe, 10 October 1970)

Haig recalled the. telephone conversation with Karamessines on the 10ch,

His recollection accords with the CIA memorandum of conversation. S——

I do know, and I know that from looking at the

record this morning, that Karamessines made a

telephone call to me in which he gave a ' progress

report. I recall that. It was in effect a nega-

tive progress report, that they were just not com~ .

ing up with it. (Haig testimony, p. 12) A E?a_
a.
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" Haig indicated to the Committee that he would have Passed along the

i

substance of that conversation to Kissinger, and that ip general hig
role at the time was one of a conduit to Kissinger:

I am quite confident that, given my own concep~

tion of my role at that time, that I would have

conveyed that information to Henry,..,

(Haig testimony, p. 13)
k%

Q. If Mr. Karamessines wag unable to see Dr.
Kissinger, and talked to you, what degree of
latitude did you have toncerning what you would
pass on to Dr, Kissingar?

General Haig. At that time I would consider I

had no degree of latitude, other than to convey
to him what had been given to me. (Ibid., p. 15)

October 14

A cable to Santiago for(éolonel NimerE} ostensibly from Generai

. , s

Bennectt, authorized{bimer%}to‘select tworbhilean Beneral officers and
convey to them the following message: "High authority in Washington
has authorized you to offer material support short of armed interven-
tion to Chilean Armed Forces in any endeavors they may undertake to
prevent the election of Allende on October 24,..,." (Headquarters to
Station cable 762, October 14, 1970) Karamessines testified that in
this case "high authority" would have been Kissinger or the President,
for ﬁo one else could have given(@imert}such broad authorization,
Karamessines Presumed that the message had been drafted in, or at
least cleared with, the White House, (Karamessinesg téstimony, p. 91)

However, Kissinger did not recall having authorized the October 14th

cable. He found the sequence of events puzzling: having been told on

the 10th that little was happening, he would have expected in the

v
!
;.

17

L



October 15
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Karamessines met with Kissinger and Haig at the White House to dis-

cuss Track II.
gave a run-

Chile from the coup-possibility viewpoint."

£ ) (@] P
down on Viaux4“ and

According to the CIA memorandum of conversation,

Karamessines

@nd “the general situation in

It was concluded rhat Viaux

did not have more than one chance in twenty--perhaps less--to launch a

successful coup.

from an unsuccessful coup.

5. It was decided by those present that the
Agency must get a message to Viaux warning him
against any precipitate action. 1In essence our
message was to state: "We have reviewed your
plans, and based on your information and ours,
we come to the conclusion that your plans for a
coup at this time cannot succeed. Failing,
they may reduce your capabilities for the future.
Preserve your assets. We will stay in touch.
The time will come when you with all vour other
friends can do something. You will continue to
have our support."

6. After the decision to de-fuse the Viaux coup
plot, at least temporarily, Dr. Kissinger instruc-
ted Mr. Karamessines to preserve Agency assets in
Chile, working clandestinely and securely to main-
tain the capability for Agency operations against
Allende in the future.

8. The meeting concluded on Dr. Kissinger's note
that the Agency should continue keeping the pres-—
sure on every Allende weak spot in sight--now,
after the 24th of October, after S November, and
into the future until such time asg new marching
orders are given. Mr, Karamessines stated that
the Agency would comply. '
(Memorandum of Conversation/Dr. Kissinger, Mr.
Karamessines, Gen. Haig at the White House, 15
October 1970)
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Kissinger ticked off the list of negative repercussions

The CIA record of the meeting continues:
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such ‘discussion. (Kissinger testimony, p. 53)

;'/

f October 14

!

October 15

<

cuss Track II. According to the CIA memorandum of conversation,
gave a run-down on Viaux, Yand land "the general situation ip

Chile from the coup-possibility viewpoint."

The Senior Review Group met to discuss Chile.

A A

T(see below) to have discussed the results of the

But the CIA record makes 10 mention of any

R

(Karamessines calendar)

L

Karamessines met with Kissinger and Haig at the White House to dig-

Karamessines

- an

It was concluded that Vigux

did not have more than one chance in twentye-perhaps less—-to launch a

successful coup.

from an unsuccessful coup.
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5. It was decided by those present that the
Agency must get a message to Viaux warning him
against any precipitate action. 1In essence our
message was to state: "We have reviewed your
plans, and based on your information and ours,
we come to the conclusion that your plans for a
coup at this time cannot Succeed. Failing,
they may reduce your capabilities for the future.
Preserve your assets. We will stay in touch,
The time will come when you with all your other
friends can do something., You will continue to
have our support."

6. After the decision to de-fuse the Viaux coup

plot, at least temporarily, Dr. Kissinger instruc-

ted Mr. Karamessines to preserve Agency assets in

Chile, working clandestinely and securely to main-

tain the capability for Agency operations against
Allende in the future.

8. The meeting concluded on Dr. Kissinger's note
that the Agency should continue keeping the pres-
sure on every Allende weak §pot in sight--now,
after the 24th of October, after 5 November, and
into the future until such time as new marching
orders are given. Mr, Karamessines stated that
the Agency would comply. ; -
(Memorandum of Conversation/Dr.'Kissinger, Mr.
Karamessines, Gen. Haig at the White House, 15
October 1970)

il

Kissinger ticked off the list of negative repercussions

The CIA record of the meeting continues:
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4 §%951nger}-in“his testimony before the Committee, regarded the CIA

e

memorandum of conversation asg substantially correct, although somewhat

(j more detailed than he would have remembered. (Kissinger testimony, p. 52)
He believed the Agency had been told to "stand down and preserve your
assets,"

Kissinger believed that the gist of the October 15th meeting as
recorded iﬁ the CIA memorandum was incompagibie with the'ofder the CIA
issued to its Station thé next day, an o¥der ostensibly hased‘bn the
October 15th meeting. And; he noted, in writing ifs.memorandum of the —
meeting of the 15th, the CIA had a "high incentive to pfeser&e the maxi-
mum degree of authority." (Ibid., pp. 55-58) The October l6th order
indicated that Track II had been reviewed at "high USG level the previous ¢

day, and stated:

2. 1t is firm and continuing policy that Allende
be overthrown by a coup. It would be much prefer- -
( able to have this transpire prior to 24 Qctober
i but efforts in this regard will continue vigorously
beyond this date....

4, There is gr J;ndocontinu'ng interest in the

activities of \Valenzuela et al -

and we wish them optimum good ortune. :
(Headquarters 802, 16 October 1970) : -

Kissinger recalled the October 15th conversation as "turning off
the coup plans rather than giving a new order to do them." (Kissinger
testimony, p. 56) Halg agreed in his testimény.

The conclusions of that meeting were that we had ‘o
better not do anything rather than something that

was not going to succeed....My 'general feeling

was, I left that meeting with the impression that
there was nothing authorized." = - :
(Haig testimony, p. 13) R
.. —— . ir‘-;
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== Loage rurther warned that "the US must not appear—publicly in
the matter, thus ¢iving the 'kiss of death' to its friends”
(Cable, Lodge to larriman, 8/26/63) .

- HW—56855 DocId:32202487 Page 141
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In a cable on August 25, CIAjﬁhief of&Station[?ohn RichardsoéB
reported the result of g3 conferenc; among himself, Lodge, True-
heart, General Harkins (Commander, Military Assistance Command,
Vietnam (MACY) and General Weede (Chief of Staff, MACV). They
accepted Deptel 243 "as a basic decision from Washington and
would proceed to do their best to carry out instructions", (LI.G.,
C, pp. 7-8) but believed thatr Diem would refuse to remove his
brother from his position in the government.

Early in the morning of August 26, 1963, the Voice of America
in South Vietnam placed the blame on Nhu for the August 21 raids.
and absolved the army. The broadcast aléo reported specuiation
that the United States contemplated suspending aid to the South
Vietnamese Government (Pentagon Papers, D. .2'12).“‘c -Later on that
same day, Lodge presented his credentials to Diem. CIA officers
Conein and[éper%}were told to see Generals Khiem and Khanh,
respectively, and to convey to them the substance of Deptel 243,
but to remind them that "we cannot be of any help during initial
action of assuming péwer of state. Entirely their own action,
win or lose" (%iuc 0302;\1, 8/26/63).

A message from thg'White House on August 29 éuthorized
Harkins to confirm to the Vietnaqese Generals that the United
States would—éﬁpport a coup if it had a good chance of succeeding,
but didbnot involve United States armed forces. Lodge was autho-

rized to suspend United States aid at his discretion. (Deptel 272,

8/29/63.) A cable from the President to qugeﬁon the same day stated:

*Tn a cable to Harriman, Lodge complained that the VOA broadcast
* had "complicated our .already difficult problem" by eliminating
o "the possibility of the generals' effort achieving-surprise:"
k Lodge further warned that “the US must not anpear publicly in
i the matter, thus ¢iving the 'kiss of death' to its friends®
(Cable, Lodoge to llarriman, 8/26/63).

HYW 50935 DocId:32202487 Page 142
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against a coup, but Suggested that alternative léade:ship should be
identified and cultivated. The recommendations were prombtly -
approved by the President. (Pentagon Papers, pp.215-116)

On October 3 Conein contacted Minh. !tinh explained that a
coup was being planned, and requested assurances of American
support 1if it ware successful. Minh ocutlined three courses of
action, one of which was the assassination of Hien's brothers,

*
Nhu and Can (Conein, P.25; cable, Saigon to Birector, 10/5/63).
L]

-

Thegépting Chief of the CI%}Station,E@@vi@ Eh}mnﬁﬁﬁﬂ\cabled on
‘ ! :

October 5 that he had recommended to Lodge that “we#éo not set
ourselves irrevocably against the assassination plot, since the
other two alternatives mean either a blood bath in Saiqgon or a
protracted struggle“ (Cable, Saigon to Director, 10/5/63}).

A cable from the Directof, CIA to Saigon responded that:

"{w)e certainly cannot be in the position of stimulating,
approving, or supporting assassination, but on the other
hand, we are in no way responsible for Stopping every

such threat of which we night receive even partial lknow-
ledge. e certainly would not favor assassination of Diern.
We believe engaging ourselves by taking position on this
matter opens door too easily for probes of our position

re others, re support of regime, et cetera. Consequently
beliceve best approach is hands ofFf, However,*ye naturally
interested in intelligence on any such plan.®

* The other courses of action were the encirclement of Saigon
by wvarious military units and direct confrontation between military
units involved in the coup and loyalist units.

*% Colby, who was then Chief, Far Eastern Division, drafted
this cable for McCone. Colby testified:

"Q: So you were on notice as of that date that the Director
personally opposed any involvement by the CIA in an assas-
sination?-

"Colby: I certainly was." (Colb?, p. 57)

DocTd: 32202487 Page 143
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McCone testified that he met Privately with rhe President and
the Attorney General, taking rhe position that "our role was
to assemble all information on intelligence as to what was
going on and ro report it to the appropriate authorities, but
Lo not attempt to direct it" (McCone, p. 62). He believed the
United States should maintain a "hands off attitude" (McCone,
P. 62). McCone testified:
"I felt that the President agreed with my position, des-
pite the fact that he had great reservations concerning
Diem and his conduct. I urged him to try to bring all
the pressure we could on Diem to change his ways, to
€ncourage more support throughout the country. My precise
words to the President, and I remember them very clearly,
was that Mr. President, if I wag manager of a baseball

team, I had one pitcher, I'd keep him in the box whether
he was a good pitcher or not. By that I was saying that,

McCone stated that he did not discuss assassination with
the President, but rather "whether we should let the coup go
Or use our influences not to". He left the meeting believing
that the President agreed with his "hands off" recommendation

R R . | :
(McCone, pp. 62-63). McCone cabledﬂﬁhﬂ@@lon October 6.

"McCone directs that You withdraw recormendation to
ambassador (concerning assassination plan) under !cCone
instructions, as we cannot be in position actively con-
doning such course of action and thereby engaging our
responsibility therefore® (CIA to Saigon,79IR 736611}10/6/63).

In response, the CIA Station in Saigon cabled headquarters:

"Action taken as directed. 1In addition, since DCM
Trueheart was also present when original recommendation

was made, specific withdrawal of recommendation at McCone's
fnstruction was Also conveyed to Trueheart. Ambassador
Lodge cormented that he shares licCone's opinion." (Saigon
to CIA,[%AIG 1463,310/7/63)

gy S DocTd:32202487 Page 144



T
s Ees LT

14~

None of the informed sources give any indlcation of direct or

indirect involvement of the United States.™®

* It must be noted that on October 30, 1963, Ambassador Lodge
notified Washington that there might be a request by ked leaders
for evacuation, and suggested Saipan as a point for evacuation
(Saigon Station Cable [No. 2036} 10/30/63). Conein was charged
with obraining the airplane. . Between 6: O%tand 7:00 on the
morning of November 2, Minh and Don asked®Coneingto. procure an
aircraft. Conein relayed the request to [DouiliBomily, Acting
Chief of [Station at the Embassy, who repliéd that it would not
be possible to get an aircraft for the next twenty-four hours,
since it would have to be flown from Guam. Conein testified
that Smith told him that Diem could be flown only to a country
that offered him asylum and that the plane could not land in
any other country. There were no aircraft immediately avail-
able that had sufficient range to reach a potentlal country

of asylum (Conein, p. 54).

l

75 DocTd:32202487 Page 145



g e —
R N LTI e
SV Q$’ﬁtnxw R ﬁ
(i United States "as [a] matter of general policy cannot condone

assassination”, although he did state that if the coup succee&ed;
the United States would support the plotters.
d. Lumumba
The chain of events revealed by the documents and
testimony is strong enough to permit a reasonable inference
that the assassination plot was authorized by the President.
It is absolutely clear that Allen Dulles authorized the plot.
The juxtaposition of discussions councerning 'disposing of"
Lumumba and taking "straightforward action"” against him at NSC
and Special Group meetings with Dulles' cable to the Congo,
Bissell's representation to(é%tfliéglabout "highest authority",
( """ and the delivery of poison to the Congo can be read to support
an inference that the President and the Special Group urged
the assassination of Lumumba.

Robert Johnson's téstimony that he understood the President
to have ofdered Lumumba's assassination at an NSC meeting does,
as he said, offer a "elue” aboﬁt Presidential au;horization
which, however, should be read in light of the uncertain record
of the meetings Johnson attended and the contrary testimony of
others in attendance at the meetings, including the President's
national secuEity advisors. The fact that both the(@hief oé}
Station andYGBEEf%Eg—were under the impressibn that there was

Fresidential authorization for the assassination of Lumumba

is not in itself direct evidence of such authorization because
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this impression was derived solely fFom[§§p;li§§;;lmeetings
with Bissell and Tweedy. Neither[a§ttlieb]nor the{éhief'ogj
Station had first-hand knowledge OE’Allen Dulles' statements
about Presidential authorization. Richard Bissell assumed
that such authorization had been conveyed to him by Dulles,
but Bissell had no spécific recollection of any event‘when-
this occurred.

The evidence leads us to conclude that DDP Bissell and
DCI Dulles knew about and authorized the plot to assassinate
Lumumba. However, we are unable to make a finding that
President Eisenhower intentionally authorized an assassination

effort against Lumumba because of the lack of absolute certainty

in the evidence.
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(f _ First, it assumes that Dulles himself knew of the plots, a

matter which is not certain. Second, it assumes that Dulles
went privately to the two Presidents--a course of action
which Helms, who had far more covert action experience than
Bissell, testified was precisely what the doctrine of
plausible denial forbade CIA officials from doing. Third,
it nécessarily assumes thatlthelPresidents would understand

from a‘”cifcumlocutious' description that assassination was
being discussed.
The chain of assumptions is far too speculative for the
Committee to make findings inplicating Presidents who are not.
able to speak for themselves. Moréover, it is inconsistent
(” with Bissell's other testimony that "formal and explicit"
approval would be required for assassination,® and contrary

to the testimony of all the Presidential advisors, the men

closest te both Eisenhower and Kennedy.

* If the evidence concerning President Eisenhower's order
Lo assassinate Lumumba is correct, it should be weighed against
Bissell's testimony concerning circuulocutious briefings of the
Presidents in the Castro case. First, the Lumumba case would
imply that President Eisenhower and Dulles did discuss such
matters bluntly and not circumlocutiously. Second, the Lumumba
example indicates that the President would discuss such matters
openly in an appropriate forum, and would not need to be
approached privately. Third, it can be inferred from Bissell's
testimony in the Castro case that if President Eisenhower had
told Dulles that he approved of the plot, Dulles would not have
told anyone else of that fact. Yet [Gottlieb™s| testimony in the
Lumumba case states that he had been told 6f Presidential autho-
rization for assassination by Bissell, who in turn assumed he
was told by Dulles. ' :
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